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The jurisdiction of a court is subject to territorial limitations. l Tts jurisdiction cannot extend beyond the territory belonging to the 
sovereignty on behalf of which it functions,” and its jurisdiction can be further limited, by constitutional or statutory provisions, 


to only a part of the territory of the sovereignty to which it belongs.” 


While jurisdiction of the subject matter relates to the competency of a court to hear and determine controversies of the general 
nature of the matter involved, jurisdiction of the person is ordinarily acquired by service upon such person of the court's process 


within the territorial limits of its authority.“ 


Under the "local action rule," a circuit court cannot normally exercise in rem jurisdiction over property situated beyond the 


circuit's territorial boundaries.” The rule is not a venue concept; rather, it pertains to a court's subject-matter jurisdiction. The 
local action doctrine maintains that an action or remedy for injuries done to land situated beyond the boundaries of the state, 
when no part of the act resulting in injury was performed or committed within the state, is purely local and cannot be maintained 


in any court of the state.” 
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Footnotes 
1 Hanson v. Woolston, 701 N.W.2d 257 (Minn. Ct. App. 2005). 
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A California court's territorial jurisdiction is defined by statute, not by the potential limits of a state's 
territorial jurisdiction under the Federal Constitution. Fortner v. Superior Court, 217 Cal. App. 4th 1360, 
159 Cal. Rptr. 3d 128 (6th Dist. 2013). 


2 Kase v. Kase, 18 N.J. Super. 12, 86 A.2d 587 (App. Div. 1952). 

3 Tanner v. Beverly Country Club, 217 La. 1043, 47 So. 2d 905 (1950). 
4 Fraisar v. Gillis, 892 A.2d 74 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2006). 

5 Penton v. Intercredit Bank, N.A., 943 So. 2d 863 (Fla. 3d DCA 2006). 


As to local and transitory actions, see §§ 77 to 80. 


6 Frym v. Flagship Community Bank, 96 So. 3d 452 (Fla. 2d DCA 2012), review denied, 110 So. 3d 440 
(Fla. 2013). 
7 Danish Leasegroup, Inc. v. York Oil & Gas Management, Inc., 362 S.W.3d 220 (Tex. App. Dallas 2012). 
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